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26 September 1979
NOTE FOR: DCI
VIA: DD/NFA

SUBJECT: Projécted Intelligence Dog-and-Pony Show »n Brigade

1. Marshall Brement, ZB's NSC staffer on the USSR, called at
noon today and suggested that we give serious thought to preparing a
public show-and-tell on the brigade in which we wo ild lay out the
evidence as a media event. He had sometime earlie: mentioned this as
a possibility, which I reported to you. I told him at the time that
my personal view was that this would be a very had ‘dea, that a rerun
of the Cuban missile crisis intelligence briefing, vith the brigade
substituting for missiles, was bound to be a farce, aad that in any case,

I thought it a great mistake to jeopardize intelligence sources and

methods in an effort to document a threat

w2° Brement did not quite say if he had been instructed to bring
this matter up again, nor did he indicate thi=z was t2 be regarded as
a tasking, f%ther he said it would be well for us to he prepared to
react in the event that on short notice, we were ask~ad to develop such
a presentation. I told Brement that I thought the issues involved were
sufficiently weighty that I would want to bring them to the attention

of the DCI before taking any action.

3. Along the same lines, Brement also suggested that we be prepared

to provide suitable graphics for the White Paper.
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Finally, I reminded him that the White Paper was not an Intelligence
Community product and should not be thought of as a sanitized intelligence
document. I told him that I would bring this matter to the attention of

the DCI as well.

4. I recommend that you focus on these questions, as well as on
would
the broader question of what role you/believe would ve appropriate for

the Intelligence Community to play, in the event thar you are asked to

participate in the media events that might well be scheduled for next week.
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EXCERPT FROM STATE DEPARTMENT DAILY BRIEFING
27 July 1979
Hodding Carter, Jr.

Alludes to DoD Comment yet to come.

Q Do you have any final word on the number of
Russians who are now in Cuba or have recently gone to Cuba?

A We have ndt seen any buildup of Soviet ground
forces there in some time.

Q Have you ——

A I don't have any particular change.

Q There vas a story around last weekend wﬁich .
A Yes; I saw that. The stories were all

rather carefully done as a matter of fact; they, for the most
part, went to Capitol Hill renmarks. ‘

£ think, however, that there is one thing I want =o
say on that. Senator Stone has *“aken a particular interest
in that issue, and I believe tha- Secretary Drown will be
dealing directly again with him on *hat. Anc I would like,
in any case, to just withhold any comment from here, since it
hasn' £t really been addressed, and let that- answer come there.
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STATE COMMENT
31 July 1979

STATEMENT FOR PRESS
SOVIET GRGOUNMD UNIT IN CUBA

Ve have recently confirmed the presence in Cuba of what
appears to be a Soviet ground unit. This is the Tirst time
we have been able to confirm the presence of a Soviet ground
forces unit on the island.

Elements of the unit appear to have been there-since at
Teast 1976. e estimate that it consists of 2.000 to 3,000
men. In addition, we estimate that the Soviets maintain between.
1,500 and 2,000 Soviet military advisory and technical personnel
in Cuba. The unit includes armored, artillery and infantry
elements.
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EXCERPT FROM DoD NEWS BRIEF

7 August 1979 TOM ROSS

Q: Whai doas tha Defense
nilitary command presence in C
of concern aboub sama9

Department know about a seported increased Sovied
uba and what is the Dafense Department's degree

A: Tha Secrertary tescifiad in closed session ©o tie Seaate Forelgn
elations Commitree on July 17 and after that session hepators Church aud
Javits issued a statement in which they said Secretary J4rown advised the
Co:n;ttea that “there is no evidence of any substamitial inecrease in the size
of tra Soviet military presence over the past few years. There has been a

Soviet Eili tazy g“OLD advising Cuba's armed forces for Uiitesn years Or mOT2.
There is no evidence to warrant a conclusion of any othar Soviat military force
in Cuba.” I've just nothing to add to that.

Q: Is that statement still valid, however?

A: Yes, we stand on that statement.

Q: When ha says no evidence of subsrantial increese, that wmeans there has
besn an increase, <0238 1L not?

2
A: T would judge that it means there might have baeu o very nodast

Lo men e
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Q Tom, last waek I raised the cuestion
about Secretary Vance's replies on questions from
Senator Stone about certain Soviet aciions in Cuba,
including the buildup of the submarine base at
Cienfuegos.

You had referred me to certain documen-—
tation which I examined and which indicated the State
Department did not think that the buildup of that sub-
marine base was a violation of the 1962 accecrds with
the Soviet Union. I checked with an unusually
reliable source, the Memoirs of Richard Nixon, which
say that —- speaking of that 1970 buildup when they
discovered that this submarine bhase was being built in
Cuba —- that they did think it was a violation of the
accord. The State Department also thought that it
was a violation. Representations were made to the
Soviet Union about this. From their actions it was
interpreted that they agreed that it was a violation
of the accord.

My question, Tom, is this: What has
happened to change our interpretation of that accord
since 1970 and since that exchange? What is the
current status of that base?

A First of all, I can think of no .
better spokesman for the Nixon Administration than
‘the former President himself. As to the second
question, I would imagine that.if there had been a

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP81B00401R000200090004-0
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change in interpretation, it would have ta do with

perhaps a change in the facts. I don't have
any current status to offer you about what is going
on in Cienfuegos, but I will take tha! question.

We stand by what the Secretiry of State said
in his letter to Senator Stone about Soviel activity
in Cuba.

We have been all through it; Tom Ross went
all through it again yesterday in his briefing at the
Pentagon. I have nothing to add.

0 My question is thakt it appeared to
me, from the documentation that I obtzined from your
office last week, that the Department was perhaps

unawara of the exchange that had taker place in 1970
over this matter. Could you look intc that too,

and see 1f the Department had forgchten what had
transpired between Nixon, Kissinger and the Soviet
Government at that time?

A No. I don't really think that it's
necessary for me to undertake to find out in detail
for you what happened 10 years ago in a prior
administration.

e] Tom, isn't that part of the record,
as to what these agreements provide for? Can we just
ignore the past?

A You can igrnore the past if you want
Y r
but I am not in a position to answer your question.

Q Thank -you, Tom.

(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.)

* %k kX x X
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TALKING POINTS FOR BRIEFING CONGRESS

SOVIET GROUND UNIT IN CUBA

We have recently confirmed the presence in Cub:
oi what appears to be a Soviet ground unit. This is the
first time we have been able to confirm the presence of a
Soviet ground forces unit on the island.

Elements of the unit appear to have been there since at least
1976. Ue estimate that it consists of 2,000 to 3,000 men.
In addition, we estimate that the Soviets maintain between
1,500 and 2,000 Soviet military advisory and technical personnel
in Cuba. The unit includes armored, artillery and nfantry
elements.

The mission of the unit is as yet unclear.

As currently configured and supported, the unit
poses no threat to the U.S.

Ground forces did not figure in our bilateral
understandings with the Soviets which were directed toward
offensive weapons systems.

The presence of Soviet ground forces in Cuba o
elsewhere in this hemisphare is nonetheless a source of
serious concern to us, particularly in the context of the
continuing expansion of Soviet-Cuban military ties.

We have in recent months expressed to the Soviets
our deep concern over tne Soviet/Cuban military relationship.
On August 30 we informed the Soviet Charge that the brigade's
presence could have serious bilateral consequences.
We expect the Soviets will take seriously our expressions
of concern, and are continuing at the highest level: our
discussions with them on this subject.

- We will, of course, closely monitor all aspects of
Soviet military activities in Cuba to ensure there ‘s no
threat to the U.S.

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP81B00401R000200090004-0

b7

o



A
e
i 2

Fpmctal 1o TheNew York Times

VANHINGTON, S2pt. 5 — Following

[ Scate Cyrus R. Vance to
crd Stone, Dermocrat of
ying an increase of Soviat
ca in Cuka;
~czmant by Hodding Carter 3d, the
2 Dzpartment spokesman, con-
firming the presence of Soviet troops in
crd of Mr, Vance’s opsning
starement at anews confarence today:

i
[y iy

Vance’s Lettar to Stone

Dear Serator Stone:

Th2 Prosideat has asked me to re-
spond o your July 24 letter to him on
Sovizi military presence in Cuba. I
vary rauch appraciate your calling to
our atiention raports of a possible high.
reniing Sovvet ‘command structure in
Cuoa -

I wish to reaffirm the President’s
stzi2mant {0 you that it is the policy of
thz United States to oppose any efforts,
dirsct or indirect, by the Soviet Union
to establish military bases in the West.
misphers. However, there is no
nce of any substantial increase of
ihe Sovist military presence in Cuba
over thz rast several years or of a
Sowiet military base, Apart from a
military group that bas been advising
thz Cuban armead {orces for 13 years or
reore our intelligence do2s not warrant

znificant Soviet forces in Cuba. At the
sarm2 timea the President directed that
we give increased attention "to the
simation and ponitor it closely. This is
be2ing done The. Prm;dent ralsa-d the

@

vr.:.. E’v_-as"‘enc Brezhnnv in Vienna and-

raace clear to him that a Soviet buildup
wouid adversely affecz our relation.
shin.

You hava also raised questncms onthe
1832 understadding in your letter to the
President and during the appearances.
of Szcrerary Brown and myseif befors
tha2 S.F.R.C. [Serate Forsign Relations
Comz:xit-:ee]. The United States and the
Soviet Union botl recognize that an un-
dv.,tar-m..a on Cubha exists. This un-
da's"mdm:* is reflected in the
Kenrsdy-Karushchey correspondence
oi Ociober and November, 1952,
(particularly the lerters of Oct. 27 and
2‘37
twa2n th
ol 1370 coneerning the establishment of
Sovizt naval bases in Cuba. We have na
@vidence that the Soviets ar= in viola-
tion of this understanding.

of a July 27 leiter from:

of tre Aug. 31 cn-

nciusion that thera are any other.

1552) and in cornmunications be~-
re two Governments in the fall -

yiatemeanits

President Nixon addressed the sceoe
of the understanding in 171, and
stated, “'in the event that nuclear sub-
marinas ware sarviced eitizer in Cur
or from Cuba, that wouid be2 2 viclation
of the understandinz.” Subsagueniiy,
in the early 1970’s, suomarines did
make occasional port calis. Accord:ng
to tha uvnderstanding with the Soviet
Union such port calls do not constitute
violations.

You have asked that we assure !
Armerican people that they have jull
knowledge of the understanding. Tae
essential understanding is in ths public
record. The Soviets agreed in 1962 that
offensive weapons could not again be
introduced into Cuba. In 1970 it was
made clear that this understanding in-
cluded sea-based systams.

Although the Oct. 27 and 23, 1552, lat-
ters and many othrer documents from
this period are not classiiiad, therears
additional diplomatic exchangss, made
in confidence, which must rermain clas-
sified.

They are consistent with publicly -
available documents, The principle of
confidentiality of diplomatic communi-
cation-is respectad throughout the in-
ternational commumity and is care-
fuliy applied in our relations with the
Soviet Union to insure the iree flow of
commuaicaiion that is essential to the
maintenance of world peace. A breach
of coniidenzialit_y in this context couid
easily impair our ability to ceal with
the Soviets in the [uture.

If you wish any further back ,,round
_ pleasedonothesitate toinformme.

With bestwishes,
5inc er‘-iy,
CYRUS VANCE

e

Carter s Statement

Wehave recently confirmed the pres-
ence in Cuba of what appears to be a
Soviet cormabat unit. This is the first
- time we have been able to confirm the -
presance of a Soviet :,"-ound iorces umt -
ontheistand. . . -

Elements of the unit apoear to have

been ther=since atleast 1976.
" We estimnate that it consists of 2,600
to 3,000 men. The unit includes ar-
mored, artillery and infantry ele-
ments. In addition, we estimate that
the Soviets maintain between 1,500 and
2,000 military advisory and technical
pnrsonnei in Cuba.

As currently configured and support- -
ed, the unit poses no tirest tothe U.S.

Ground forces per se did ot figurz in

‘ our bilateral understandings with the

Soviets, which wersa directed toward of-

fensivasweapon systems. .
Nonetheless, we are corncemed thh

roved For Release 20 5/06/09 : CIA- RDP81B00401R000200090004 0
s of Letier and e

7

by vVarnce and Ca; rrer

aresarcs of Sovist combat forces in

montas ratiud
suzaf (ha Soviet/
tionsnip. On Aug
I3 vwa ca&led in the S0 it Chargs o e
pres3d Cui CONCSMNS avoul the Soviat
zisead iorce unil, We will continue cur
discussions=iidtiaem onthissubjzel.

Weo wiil, of cgurse, continue to moni-
tor all asp—€rs of Soviat military activi-
ti=s in Cuba to insura thereis notnraat
tohzU.S.

-,.y> ,'*'t- 133

¥.ot me hegin witd a few comaanty
on the presence of a Soviet combat ori-
gadein Cuba. We regard this as avery
serious matler, aﬁeccnv our relations
with the Soviet Union. The presence of
this vt uns covni2r o lono»nnm
Amecican poiiciss.

The idencification of t‘::js urdt as o
Soviet combat force has recently besn
coniirmed by our iatelligance come-

munity. Thay have now concluded that” |

this force has been in Cuba since ai
least the raid-1970°s
oldar, fragmentary data in te light of
wore rec=atly acquired inforraation
sugzasts that elaments of a Sovist bri-
gads may kava been thare since the
eariy 1970's —and possibiy befors that.
The process of re-analyzing our 2arlizr
if;format?m continuas.
= Wil eppears 10 consist of Z-to-
3,(,‘1’,1) ;\D-rsr)r'r*el It includes motorized
riile battalions, tan and artillsry oai-
t=lions and combat and service suprort
eleraznts.
from the Soviet military advisory ard
tochnical military personnet in Cuba,
which we now estimate at hetween
L, 40ana 2,000,
Iha specific mission of the f:ombat
vaitis unctear. Thersisnoairorszaliit
capability asseciated with the brigade
which would give it an assault capabils
ity. Nor is the presence of this wut cov-
ered by our bilatzral understandings
with theSaviztsia 1962 0T 1570,
Nonetheless, the presence of a Soviet
corabat unitio Cuta is a matier ol seri-
OUS CanCLHITt. -

I will bz pursuing this mattar with |

theSoviersin the coming days. .

- Iwill be discussing this issue with the
Senate Forsign Relations Committee
this afternoon and setting forth the ap-
proach weplan to taka»ith the Sovi a1,
We will keep the press and the public
infaormed to the Rullest extent wacan as
we proceed. I know you will wnderstand
that the intzrests of cur country wou!d
rot be served by now going into the spe.
cific mnweotmrawpmach

Ra-analysis of |

These figures ars separate |
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THE WHITE HOUSE

ANNOUNCEMENT
BY
THE PRESIDENT

The Briefing Room

4:15 P.M. EDT

I want to take two minutes to speak 1o you about
the presence of the Soviet combat brigade in Cuba., The
facts relating to this issue have been carcefully lald-
out by Secretary Vance, both in his public statement and
in his testimony before the Congress. The facts, in brief,
are as follows:

We have concluded, as the consequences of
intensified intelligence efforts, that a Soviet combat unit is
currently stationed in Cuba. We have some evidence to
indicate that such a unit has been in Cuba Ffor some time,
perhaps for quite a few years. :

The brigade consists of 2,000 to 3,000 Lroops.
It's equipped with conventional weapons, such as about
40 tenks ancd some fi:ld ar’- illery picces, and has conducted
training as an organized unit.

It is not an assault force. TIL does not have air-
lift or sea-going capability and does not have weapons
capable of attacking the United States.

The purpose of this combat unit is not vet clear.
However, the Secretary of State spoke for me and for our
Nation on Wednesday when he said that we consider the presence
of a Soviet combat brigade in Cuba to be a very serious
matter, and that this status quo is not acceptable.

We are confident about our abilitv to defend our
country.or any of our friends from external aggression. The
issue posed is of a different nature. It involves the
stationing of Soviet combat troops here in the Western

HemisphRravedFor Relpase 2003/06(Q8; CIARDREIBI0401R000200090004-9 1,

military adventures in other areas of the.wcrld, like Africa.
P
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We do have the right to insisi that tho Soviet Unian

respect our interests and our concerns 1.f he Soviel Uniorn
expectsus to respect their sensibilitics and their concerns.
Otherwise, relations between cur two count;ies wJJl.
inevitably be adversely affected. We are ncriously pursuing
this issue with the Soviebt Union, and wo ar¢ consulting closely
with the Congress.

Let me emphasize that this is a senuitive issue that
faces our Nation, all of us, and our Naticn as & whaole nust
respond not only with firmness and strength, but also with
calm and a sense of proportion.

This is a time for firm diplomacy, nol panic and
not exaggeration. As Secretary Vance discusses this issue
with Soviet representatives in the coming days, the Congress
and the American people can help to ensure a successiul
outcome of these discussions and negotiations by preserving
an atmosphere in which our diplomacy can work.

I know I speak for the leadership in Congress, with
wnom I have met this afternocon, as well as for my own
administration when I express my confidence that. our Nation
can continue to show itself to be calm and steady as well
as strong and firm. Thank you very much.

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP81B00401R000200090004-0
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REMARKS OF ZBIGNIEW BRZAEZING

ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR NATIONAL 53
' AT A

MEETING WITH VON~WASHINGTON EDLIORS

(L
FCURITY AFFATRS

160 0ld Executive Office huilding

{(No Times)

MR. BRZEZINSKI: Let me just meke a few introductory
remarks and then I am at vour service to answer any questians
that you may wish to pose.

I think it is useful to note that the posturin
of Cuba as a nonaligned country is fundamentally ridiculous.

Castro is a puppet of the Soviet Union and we view
him as such. Throughout the world there isn't one instence
in which Castro has deviated from officiel Soviet policy in any
respect whatsoever. Castro economically is totally dependent
on subventions from the Soviet Union. The $3 billion annual
Soviet economic aid to Cuba represents one-guarter of Cuba's
gross national product.

Soviet industrial projects in Cuba account for 30
percent of Cuba's electric power outpurlk; ninety-five percent
of Cuba's. steel production; 100 percent of Cuba’s sheet metal
output and the bulk of Cuba's sugar harvest mechanization;
approximately three-fifths of Cuba's imports come from the
Soviet Union; and so does virtually all of Cuba's oil at a
40 percent discount from the average OPEC prices. T

.

MORE

L7 25
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The Soviet Union purchases 72 percent of all Cuban
exvorts and arranges for East Burop2an nations to bhuy Cuban sugar
at prices well above world prices. 1In fact, I wonder how the
Jamaicans, for example, react to the fact that the Cubans get

five times over the world price for sugar.

Militarily, Cuba 1is entirely dependent on the Soviet
Union. Soviet military support for Cuba goes far hevond Cuba'sz
defensive needs, as witnessed by the fact that the laxge proportion
of the military equipment supplied to Cuba is used bv Cubans in
combat abroad and far from Cuba.

The Soviet Union supplies to Cuba jet fighters, trans-
ports, submarines, missile patrol boats, attack helicopters and
antisubmarine patrol boats.

Cuba provides the manpower and since 1975, 1t has been
converting its armed forces from a primarily defensive role to one
capable of offensive operations far from Cuban shores. In keeping
with that, Cuba deploys forces -- combat troops I mean —— and
advisors in Africa where it acts as a proxy for Soviet military
intervention. It does so in the Horn of Africe, in the Yemen and
elswhere. '

In effect, Cuba is an active surrcgate for a foreign
policy which is not shaped by itself and is paid for this by economic
and military support on a scale that underlines Cuba's status: as
a devendent client of the Soviet Union. .

I think I will limit my opening rcmarks to that and take
any questions if you wish. It would help me if you would identify
yourself.

" | MORE -
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In the Cuban missile crisis, there are manv poanlo
feel we lost 1t. We had an agaressive mood wvith thoe Soviet
Union and in response, we gave them & qu:rantes that ve would
not invade Cuba. Do vou think there 1s o ¢hance this might
be another cuid pro quo to where they hare taken an aguressive
mood in hopes that it might help pass the 5ALY agreement?

MR. BRZEZINSXI: PFirst of all, T don’'t really agree
with vour characterization of the 1962 outcome. At that
time, it is to be remembered there was a major internatlional
crisis in progress over Berlin, which was then greatly
inflamed by the placement of Soviet stracegic weaponry in
Cuba. That strategic weaponry was removad and the Beriin:
crisis terminated. We are dealing today with a different
situation and I think we should be very careful. 1 believe we
have a historical obligation to discriminate. We are not dealir
with a strategic crisis, nor are we dealing with a direct and
overt military threat directed at the United States. Ve have
great capability to defend ourselves and defend our friends.
The issue is of a different nature. It involves the stationing
of Soviet combat forces in the Western He2misphere in a country
which at the same time is pursuing ar in:cernationally active
revolutionary role. It is more, therefore, of a political
problem. '

I believe that with firmness, resolve, but also restraint
we can work this problem out and, therefore, 1L think we
should avoid analogies that inflame the situation or that create
the impression you are dealing with a strategic confrorntation
of the 1962 type. We are not. It's a different proolem and i'r
confident that if there is mutual restraint and mutual
recognition that each side has to be seasitive to the concerns
of the other, that we will work this out.

MORE
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0 George Anderson, Pine Bluff News. Do you know
the exact nature of the mission of Lthe Soviel troops there in
the past few years? They apparently hcve heen there threa or
four years. It's a training mission orv is it a —-

MR. BRZEZINSKI: That is o very difficult guestion €
answer. Do you know the exact motives of cverybhody you doal o
Some times even in a love affair, do you know the exact motive
you are dealing with? You don't. You can PHLY judge by actio
When you are deallng with a country-which has troops in anochtie
country over a prolonged period of time you wmay have a situatl
in which first of all their reasons for thelr presence, overn
time may have changed and, secondly, e¢ven the policy makers
themselves may have different interests. The ideologues moy t
of the revolutionary aspects and Soviet identification with th
_revolutionary aspects. The political strategist may think
of the reinforcemasnt of Cuba's resolve and morale. The milita
may think of the training benefits of a presence here as well a
the tactical benefits of a presence here. . The 1nuelquenCL pe
"may think of the security it offers to Soviet intelligence activi
It's a variety of different reasons thet probably go into the
initial decision and that initial deciuion is also over time
changed by the circumstances within which it's implemented.

What is of concern to us is, as I said earlier, the
presence of an organized combabt formation in the Western
Hemisphere and in a country that 1s certainlv pursuing very
actively policies that are adverse to us and is doing so by me
which include violence. T -

MORE
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v
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QUL LUN S JImM Barpnlerl, pbraosiudil, LIl Ldild ,
News Banner. My question is in regard to the Cuban
ApprovedFahRelease 2005/06/89;»CIA-RDRE1B00401R000200090008 =t
knowledge from a missionary thal waere run oubt of Zaire
and the problems there about the diroct intervention
of the Cuban troops in trouble malking, and yet the Rmbassador
to the United Nations from the United States made
statements about the Cubans having & stablizing force
in Africa.

Now, what you are presenting us today is more, —-
do I understand it to be more of what the official
administration position would be today with regard to the
troublesome, or what's implied troublesome nature of
Cuban activity in Africa and elsewhere?

I think it relates to SALT 1T because SALT (X
has to be considered in the light not only of a threat
to the United States in a direct conflict, but also of
Soviet takeovers of other parts oi the world by threat
if they were in a military position. ' )

MR. BRZEZINSKI: Let me make two points aboubt
this. What I have stated represents our oificial
perspactive on Cuban behavioxr and on Cuban dependence on
the Soviet Union.

What I have stated is consistent with, and
in some respects, a repetition of what Secretary Vance posted
in the Department of State ilmmediately after his recoent
statement as a further amplification in response to a
question that was submitted at the conclusion of his remarks.

Insofar as SALT is concernad, I wish to
emphasize that we do not see these two things as linked.
I have been deeply involved in SALT; I am also deeply involve
in assuring our national security. 1'm not one of those
who is accused of minimizing the challenge that is posed
to our national security. But [ believe strongly that SALT
is in our national interest for reasons that are specificall:
related to the requirements of sbtrategic equivalents.

-
e

. MORE -
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As look at the present situation, as I look at
the tPRBQYeLED rtR%%és 2005/06/09,+ G1A-RPPE1B09401R000200090004 0 5.
of the recent years and are likely to manilest thazmselves in
rhe course of the next scveral years, 1 conclude with utter
assurance that with SALT II and with the dciense steps that we
need to take, and that the President has beer initiating,
thereby reversing the decline of recent yecrs in our defense
efforts, we will be better offl than il ve con't have SALT IX
and to take the seme defense steps.

MORE

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP81B00401R000200090004- 0
BN ¢ R
s . : Ty ] .

=



7
Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP81B00401R000200090004-0

Let me repeat, the President is the first President
in 15 years to reverse the steady trend ol « declining effort
in the area of strategic and overall defens. capabilities.

We will be taking additional steps, within the houxr the
President will be announcing a signiiicant deciuion on the MX;
namely, its deployment mode. It will xank. J am convinced,
as one of the three significant strategic decisions nade

by U. S. Presidents since World War II; on « par with the
decision by President Truman to set up the strateqgic Alr
Command, on a par with thea decision by President Kennedy

to go into land-based missiles, Minuteman I, Minuteman IIT.

We have done this because we belicve an additional
effort now is required in the defense area, and additional
steps will follow. These steps will be more effective in
assuring strategic equivalence if they are undertaken within
the context of a ratified SALT II agreement. which gives
us greater stability and predictability as <o whai we will
be facing on the other side.

If we don't have SALT IT, Soviet nomentum in
strategic development will continue unchecked, it will be less
predictable in terms of its conseguences and, therefore, the
positive effects of what we intend to do wiil be lessened.

In all probability, we would then have to do probably eve
more in the defense area ard we would boe wooe wicertain thalt it s
sufficient than if we do what we intend o do in ‘
the context of SALT II. I therefore think in is . fundamentally
prejudicial to our intevests to link SALT II to
Soviet behavior elsewhere. It really is, I think, selif-
defeating and if I may even go even furtaer than that, escapist.

We ought to ratify SALT IX. We oaight to take
defense steps we need to take and this President is the first
President in years to take them, and we oujtht to meet the
challenge on its merits and directly in terms of seeking
a propef resolution of contentious issues and competing more
assertively, if necessary. . ‘ -

MORE | J
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I think those who are saying, "let hold out on SALT
I think they are chickening out, franblj- I think we nead to
do all three things: Get SALT ratified, do more in the
defense area, and face up to the fact thut wve nceed to compete.
In competing, we need to be prudent and restrained and
try to work out problems diplomatically. Tnat s what
we are trying to do in the case of this issie, hult also compete
assertively, if necessary.

Q) Steve Rogers, Syracuse nowspaper. Why did it
take the United States so long to determine oxr verify the pres
of a 3,000-man force in Cuba, and given the faclt it may have
taken a long time, doesn't that raise various guestions
in our ability to verify other strategic developments,
including those with SALT?

MORE
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MR. BRZEZINSKI: et me wake soeveral volnts aobont v
First of all, vou usuallyv don’t iind quite as easily thebt which

you are not looking for than tnat which vou are lookinag for.

Lo
Ty

In other words, if vou concenirate vour efforis
on looking for something and you mobilize vour resources to Fin
it you are more likely to find it than i you are not looking
for it. If you are not looking for it, yvou are more Likely

to stumble into it.

Over the years, we have had some indications that tne
are Soviet forces in Cuba, but sporadic, limited, nonconclusive
As these indications mounted in the course of this vear, the
President expressed to me his concern over this and in
July, I issued an instruction to the CentralrIntelligence Agernc
specifying in detail that all intelligence gathering efforts
regarding Cuba have to be maximized, and intensified. ~ And-
the Agency responded and in so doing becan to accumulate wmore
evidence which gives us the base for firm conclusion. ' Insoiar
as SALT II is concerned, I would like to add further that there
is no parallel between the tggéﬁogg, first of all, have a great
deal of experience in monitoran/fér strategic development,
for strategic deployment. We have acguired the experience in
the course of monitoring SALT I. We have spoent a great deal oI
money developing a variety of sophisticated and even redundant
systems for monitoring Soviet weapons doeveloprent and deploymen

Qe (0

Finally, SALT itself provides for wvrovisions inhibiii
and prohibiting deception and thercfore it 1s a violation of
SALT agreements to try to deceive. Whereas, there were no
requlations governing the presence of Soviet militaryv parsonnel
in Cuba as such. And we were not, ai that time, inclined o
the view that there was military personnel, organized in combat
units in Cuba. We had no indication of sufficient weight to
warrant a presumption of that and, thercfore, we weren't lookin
for it.

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP81B00401R000200090004-0
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I am reasonably confident that i we had sct out
to establish this area, we proebably would have done so.
n a this Administration concluded thet »nore needs
, and the President ordered 1ii., woe did, in fact,
establish the facts to the point that we could reach the
conclusion that we did. Yes.

0 Skelly of El Nuevo Dia, Sai Juan, Puerto
Rico.

You talk about three points ithe.. you are doing in veouxr
policy; the third one, of working it oul in a diplomatic way
with the Soviets. I don't believe this i. what is upsetting
Members of Congress of your own party, since you have bzen
in office, the deterioration of the encroachment of Cuba
and Africa and Nicaragua? It was ectablished by the State
Department and a CIA memorandum that Cuba supplied at least
500 trained Nicaraguan Sandinistas; they were transported
from Cuba to Panama on Panama Alir Force plones and the United
States allowed and tolerated that Costa Rica be usad as a '
sanctuary for the hit-and-run and eventualsy the downfall of Sowmoz

You are saying that you are doirg this, but
apparently the members of your own party, the leaders in Congress,
like Senator Jackson, don't believe that you are doing this.
What do you intend to do that will give them some indication
that you really are going to get tough with the Soviets?

MR. BRZEZINSKI: I think it is hetter in a situation
of this sort to be judged by results rather than by public posturl
in the middle of a problemn. : -

o) Don't you believe you have a Marxist governmant
now in Nicaragua that's alive -- -

- : MORE
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MR. BRZZZINSKI: I would say we havo a GOUarnmant in

Nicaragua that is mixed ir its character, that is a coalition

-

of different groups -- progressive, radical, some liberals and
sare avowed Marxists, including those very symbathotic o Castro
and supported bv Castro.

We are not unaware of the fact thai Castro ai
the Sanclﬂlstaq. ;me are also aware of thoe fact that Costa Yica
which is not a Marxist country, a1d05?019r1x1aq. e are also
awvare oif the fact that Venzzuela which is a non-Marxist
country which even crushed the Castro rzhellion vears ago aided
the Sandinistas. We believe that there is a nossibility that ¢
outcome in Nicaragua will be a government that is responsive
to the plurality of Nicaraguan life, its Catholic tradition, th
fact that there is a tradition of free enterprise and so rorth.
We don’t know what the eventual outcome will bhe, hut I think it
will be a mistake for us to jump to the conclusion that every
uprisfng against a very conservative or even reactionary

tthoritarian government has to be Castroite bscause if we do
that then we may end up in a self-fulfilling prophecy.

MORH

ALY
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O Let me follow up on that. Your CILA memorandun,
which is irrefutable —-

MR. BRZEZINSKI: I wouldn't ijur2 to That conclusion,
necessarily.

Q Well, you asked the CIA to find out about
troops in Cuba. I am sure you can rely on the same agency
to find out who helped Nicaragqua. '

Q The entire armed forces of Nicaragua, the
police, and the army are in the hands of the Castro group
guerillas —-

MR. BRZEZINSKI: No, I wouldn't Jump Lo that
conclusion.

Q You have people on the ruling junta who
are nothing more than puppets of that regime. .

MR. BRZEZINSKI I wouldn't jumyp: to that —-

0O The truc power lies, does it not, with the
Sandinistas who trainad in Cuba ~--—

MR. BRZEZINSKI; No, the Sandinista movement
is an amalgam .of radical and progressive rovements,
a. significant wing of which was trained in Cuba and much
of which was supported by Cuba, but the point that I anm
making is that it is an amalgam, and there are different elements
in it, some of which, doubtless, are very sympathetic to Castro, s«
of wham may be controlled by Castro, but some of whom are not.
It is an amalgam, and the eventual outcome of the political

process in Nicaragua is not yet pre-determined. I think we
would be helping to pre-determine it in advance by labeling dll
of them .as Castroiteagents. I think it would be counter— e

productive,

MORE
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Q Is it realistic --

MR. BRZEZINSKI: Have you spoken belore?
Q Yes.

0 Rae Hederman, Jackson, Mississivpi.

Why was the Soviet buildup in Cvba brought
to attention first by Senator Church, rather then the
Administration? ’

MR. BRZEZINSKI: I don't think it was brought to ag-
tention by Senator Church first. The fact of the matter is
we have informed the Senators ourselves and this 1s part
of our responsibility. The Senators are representatives
of the peovle. We inform the public by qoirg to representatives
of the people and informing them.

The Senator is the chairman oi the Senate Forelgn
Relations Committee. It was very appropuiate to inform him.

Another Ssnatror had raised quesiions about -it, s0 we al
informed him. I believe we fulfillad our odbligation by
briefing them and in that process, and we wore aware of it,
informing the public. At the sam= time, we are working for a
resolution of this problem, and I have to urderline the fact
that the resolution of this problem is goinc¢ to ba easier
if we don't pump it up ourselves too mucii.

MORE
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State has underlined its gravity, and we are pursuing
it with that recognition, but we do nol s¢e any vtility

in pumping it up publicly wnrle trying Lo resolve it.

Obviously we have to bo aple to talk to thz
Soviets in a serious fashion 1n owvdoerxr to have a
constructive outcome, and we are awarce of the fact that
the Soviets, in order for the U. S.-Soviet detente to
be stable, have to be respectiul of our interests and
concerns, and on that basis, we can also assure them
that we will be so in regard to their sensitivities
and concerns.

I think that that is a proposition they cught
weigh very heavily in determining how they will respond
to the problem that both of us now confront.

T am sorry; I wish to be with you longer. I
really do have to go because of this MX business, unless
it is very quick.

0 I wanted to get your opinion. Do you
think we are going to get ratitication of SALT IT this
yvear?

MR. BRZEZINSKI: Yes, sir, because we need 1t

and it's good for our national sccurity, and I really
stress that point. Thank you very wuch.

END (At 10:13 Aa.M.
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